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CHAPTER I 
‘DiTaODUCTION 


There are several studies of perceptual behavior which imply 
‘that the emotional meaning attached to a stimilus may have a significant 
effect on its recognition threshold. The concept, perceptual defense, 
hhas been offered as an adaptive process to desimate the heightened 
‘threshold for anxiety evoking stimili when compared with other stim, 
MoGinnies (9), testing a group of subjects with a tachistoscople 
Presentation of taboo and neutral words, found that there was a 
greater galvanic skin response (GSR) to the tabco words than to the 
neutral words, as well as a higher recogaition threshold for taboo as 
compared with neutral wards, He termed the mechaniom which accomted 
for these threshold and GSR differences, perceptual defense, assuming 
‘that there were perceptual as well as autonomic reactions to threaten 
ing stim which served to protect the observer fron the awareness of 
‘mpleasant emotional objects. Lesarus (7) and Erikesn (2) have also 
supported the arguments for perceptual defense, the former maintaining 
that the mechanism is a “nanifestation of the ganeral idea of a defense 
Process which should produce observable effects in any copiitive 
Situation where the individual's security and self-esteen are threatened 
‘and where there is offered sone opportunity for him to reduce the 
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affective disturbanoe attendent on sich a threat or gratify the 
motivation of seeing hinself in a particular light" (7, ps 396)6 

The concept, sensitisation, has been described as an adjustive 
response to emotionally toned stimli in which the recognition threshold 
for threatening stimuli is lower than neutral stim similarly pre= 
sented, Brmer and Postaan (1) tested the hypothesis that stimulus 
words which are differentiated on the basis of associative reaction 
‘time are analogously differentiable in terns of speed of recognition. 
Mineteen subjects were presented words tachistoscopically which had 
deen divided into fast, elor, and medium Lists in tens of each 
subject's associative reaction tino. In their study perceptual 
sensitisation referred to the phenomenon in which subjects recognised 
words to which they hed given extrenely log reaction tines at ex- 
Posures considerably below threshold, The subjects, in the authors! 
wons, sensitised "in the presence af ‘dangerous! stimulus objects." 

4n attempt has been made to explain the results obtained in 
Perceptual defense studies on the basis of the relative frequency of 
‘the stimilus words used, and on the reluctance of subjects to repeat 
aloud stimulus words that may be considered socially taboo (lh and 5). 
The present study has taken these oriticiens into considerations 

Conflicting results have been obtained in two experiments 
attempting to denonstrate thet delayed auditory perception of exotionally 
‘toned material was characteristic af sone subjects, while relatively 
heightened pereeptual recognition was characteristic of others. 
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Relatively slow auditory pereeption of enotimally tmed material 
was predicted of patients uho were desigiated as repressors on the 
basis of diagnosed conversion-dissociative reactions. Relatively fast 
auditory recognition ws predicted of other pstients who were desig- 
nated sensitisers on the basis of diagnosed obsessive-compulsive 
reactions. Issarus, Eriksen, and Fonda (8) obtained positive results 
in testing this hypothesis while Kurland (6) using a similar technique 
of subject selection, found no significant difference in the auditory 
recognition thresholds af the two subject groups. Kurland stated in 
hide concluding coments that ". . . further study 1s necessary before 
ene can accept with confidence the assertion that an § will respond 
‘to anxiety in a perceptual situation with the sane type of defense he 
‘employs in a nonpereeptual situation." The question of the generality 
oF specificity of the type of mechanism used to cope with anxiety or 
otress as measured in perceptual studies still remains, 

The present study attempted to approach the problem of the 
relationship between defense mechanisns employed in perceptual 
situations by using another tecinique. The study further attempted 
‘to relate two areas of intrapersonal conflict as well as two techniques 
for handling threats aroused in these conflict areas with perceptual 
recognition behaviar. If the assertion that defense mechanisms operate 
in both cognitive and perceptual modes is true, then it may be hypethe- 
sized that the perceptual behavior of patients who use intellectualiss= 
tion and similar alerting defenses will differ fran the perceptual 
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behavior of patients who use repression und similar avoiding defenses. 
In addition, the perceptual behavior of patients whose major conflicts 
are in one area should differ from patiente whose major emflicts are 
4n another, depending on the relation af the stimlus to the area of 
conflicts 

‘From these considerations the following two hypotheses were 
formulated: 

1, ‘The perceptual threshold of a word will vary in connection 


with its pertinence to a conflict area of the perceiver, 4. 
Judged to be enctionally significant to subjects according to their 
conflict area will be recogaized at a different threshold than words 


9 words: 


judged to be neutral. 

2, The perceptual threshold of o word will vary with the 
‘perceiver’ 
4s os, the repressors in each conflict group will recognise judged 
enotional words later than will sensitisers when 2 comparison betwen 


charscteristio way of dealing with his enotional coflict, 


emotional and neutral words is made within each group, 


CHAPTER II 
ueTHD 


Subject Selection 

The subjects for this study wore selected fron volunteer 
male patients in treatsent at the Voterans Administration Mental 
Hygiene Clinic, Kiani, Florida. 

Four judges, three staff menbers and the writer independently 
evaluated the dossier on each prospective subjects ‘he three staff 
monbore included two clinical peychologists and a psychiatrist. The 
folloring sources of inforuntion were utilised in making a judgaent 
of the principal conflict area and principal technique for dealing 
with stressful stiml related to the conflict area: 

1, the social intake interview (ease history), 
2, peyohistrie evaluation based on interview af the patient, 
3 poyehelogical test evaluation, 


‘Ae current interview notes by the therapist with whom the 
pationt was workings 


Bach judge was given a typewritten sheot containing the following 


people whose principal 
‘notional problem is in dealing with dependency needs. In each 
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sted 
(B) those who usually avoid topics in their problen area and 
who avert their attention fran objects related to ite 


Four ‘will be the product of your choices? (1) (A) 
@ @; BW, @ we if 


‘The four groups of subjects selected by this prosedure, 
Aggressive Sensitisers, Aggressive Repressors, Dependent Sensitizers, 
and Dependent Repressors will hereafter be referred to as AS, ARy DS, 
and DRe The criterion for the selection of a subject was agreement 
by at least three-fourths af the judges on the subject's placement in 
one of the four groupe. In arder to insure independence of judguents 
‘the writer made his Judgent initially after which he distributed 
‘the material to be judged anong the other judges. Forty subjects 
nade up the experinental population, ten subjects being allotted to 
each of the four groups. 


Stimuli, Selection 

A total pool of 190 words selected from word lists and word 
association stimuli was dram up. ‘The words of this master list 
‘were chosen either because of their presumed close relation to the 
‘two conflict areas or because they appeared neutral in relation to 
‘the conflict areas. An effort was made to choose words which wore 
part of socially-approved, everyday speech so that the effects of ine 
hibition af response as a function of the word's taboo quality was 
Iessened. This Mist was submitted individually to four clinical 
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Peychologists with the folowing directions: 

Wo all know that no single word is responded to in a 
sintlar fashion for any individual in all situations. However, 
fron your experiences in evaluating and treating various patients, 
you may have observed that certain classes of words when 
Presented to patients stimulate emotional responses relative to 
‘the patients predominant conflicts or problem area, 

On the sheets following, you are asked to rate oach of the 


areas: (1) confliete over expression of ingolses md 
(2) conflicts over expression of dependency needs. 

‘The ratings will be made by assigning a nusber to each word. 
The numbers 1, 2, 3, md hi, ae of which is to be assigned each 
word, stand Tor" the folloxing relationships: 

Ly word is related to expression of hostile impulses, 

2. word is related to expression of dependency needs, 


J+ word 4s unrelated to either af the above problem areas, 
undecided as to which of the above three catecories 


Several raters are being asked to rate these words independently. 
‘The words ultimately chosen will be presented tachistosconically 
to patients in order to test @ set of hypotheses concerning the 
operation of the perceptual defense phenomena. 

‘Those words assigned the number 1 were placed in the aggression 
‘st, those assigned the number 2 in the dependency list, and those 
‘assigned the nuber 3, in the noutral Mist. 

Only those words were chosen on which there was general agroe= 
ment by the Judges. For the aggression and devendency Mists all four 
Judges agreed unanimously in their judgneats of the 20 words chosen 
for cach ist. For the neutral word list, maninous agreement was 
obtained for 12 words, while three-fourths agrecent was obtained for 


‘the renaining eight words. 
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The final presentation list of 60 words was typed in small, 
case letters on an electric typewriter after which the words were 
Photographed. A positive was made of each photograph so that the 
black~on-white word pattern could be maintained. The individual 
‘film prints were then cut to size and centered between glass covers 
in permment metal slides, two inches by two inches, The final pre~ 
sentation order of the 60 individual words was then determined from 
@ table of random numbers and the nuber of each printed on the cover 
plates 


‘Apparatus 

The tachistoscope used to present the word slides cmsisted 
of a projector and shutter. The projector was an S.V,E. Schoolnaster, 
Model Sin}, using 115 volts and 515 watts with a lamp of 300 wattage, 
maximm, ‘The shutter was an S.V.E. Spoed~t-o-scope with variable 
adjuster allowing continuous exposures between 1/100 second to one 
second. A slutter opening of £16 was used for all presentations. 
Tho stimuli were projected against a white screen 20 inches by 12 
inches at a distance of 12 feet from the subject. The screen was 
4 "Permanent Pignant" canvas board, regular white in color. The base 
of the screen was three feet, two inches from the floor, The experi- 
menter, operating the tachistoscope, sat six fect from the subject 
while the tachistoscope itself was ten and one-half foot from the 
soreen. The screen was fixed against a frame so that it was directly 
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Perpendicular to the subject's line of vision while being et a slight 
angle with the projectors The word image was then slightly elongated 
but at the distance projected the sharpness of the image was not 
affected. 

‘The experixental room was roughly trapescidal in shape and 
had one window which was blacked out for the leagth of the study. 
(See Figure 1 for schematic drawing of the experimental rooms) The 
oom was lighted entirely by eight 10 watt fluorescent tubes Sh 
Anohes long at ceiling level. 


Procedure 
After the subject was selected by the judges he was contacted 
individually by the experinenter and asked if he would serve in a 
Yeading study involving the identification of words flashed on a screens 
An appointment tine was set, following his agreenent to serves 
On the scheduled day each subject was seated and given these 


sane practice words for you to try. 
‘Tho words "boy" and "see" were then presented so that the 
subject had an opportunity to becase accustomed to the testing room 
and the task required of hin. Before the test list was presented, 


Nd 


Figs 1—Sohenatic drawing of experimental room 
Ay Reflector screen Ee Table 
‘Window 


Be Pe Projector 
Ge Subject @, Experimenter 
Door 


n 
‘the subjects were encouraged to ask any question they might have 
about the task. 

Bach word was show tice in succession to allow the subject 
to vary his fixation point clightly when adjusting to the second 
Presentation, ‘the sixty words wore then presented at an exposure tine 
‘of 1/100 second with an interval of ten seconds between different 
words. All words correctly identified at this exposure were dropped 
fron the Mst and given a rank score on the basis of the order in 
which the words were correctly identified. The remainder of the words 
were then presented at an increased exposure time, 1/92 second, All 
words correctly identified at this level were dropped from the list 
‘and given a rank scores The procedure was continued until all words 
were given a rank score. The lorest possible rank scare was 1 and the 
highest, 60. If a subject correctly identified one word at the 
initial presentation of the complete list, that word was given a rank 
of 1, If two words were correctly identified at the initial presentas 
‘tion, then each was given a rank of 1.5, ote. The decreasing pre~ 
sentation speeds in seconds were: 1/100, 1/92, 1/8h, 1/71, 1/60, 
1/555 1/50, 1/2, 1/30, 1/25, 1/20, 1/13, 1/10, 1/8, 1/6, 1/5, 1/35 
and 1/2. 

Bach subject spent between one and two hours at the task, the 
total tine depending on the speed with which his threshold for all 
words could be reached. All responses to the stimuli were recorded, 


CHAPTER IIT 
‘RESULTS 


The statistical methods used to analyze the data incluied a 
istribution~free test of analysis of variance hypotheses desoribed 
by Wilson (11). This technique allowed 'a chi square statistic for 
@ contingensy table to be decomposed into compamente in mich the sane 
manner as a total sum-of-equares is decomposed in analysis of variance 
computations.” The use of ranks as the means of comparing the rela- 
‘tionship of one word with another mde this the statistic of choice. 
Siegel (10) states that the "properties of an ordinal scale (such as 
used hore) are not isomorphic to the numerical systen know as 
aritimetic. When oaly the rank order of scores is mom, means and 
standard deviations found on the scores themselves are in error to 
‘the extent that successive intervals (distances between classes) on 
‘the scale are not equal, When parametric techniques of statistical 
inference are used with such data, any decisions about hypotheses are 
doubtful" (10, ps 26). For the present study the componente ineluded 
‘the variables of problem area (Dependency and Aggression), techniques 
for handling stimuli related to the problem area (Repression and 
Sensitisation), and categories of stimulus words (Dependency, Aggres~ 
simi, and Neutral), These variables were aalyzed through the use 
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of the above statistic for overall effects, main effects of cach 
variable, and interaction effects. 

Secondly, the Wileaxon Matched-Pairs Signed-Ranks test was 
used to evaluate the significance of differences in mean ranks of 
dependent, aggressive, and neutral words within each of the four 
subject groups! AS, AR, DS, and DR. This test takes into accomt 
the direction and magnitude of the differences considered while not 
demanding, as would @ parenctric test, that the measure be on ab 
east an interval soale. According to Siegel, it has a powere 
efficiency of 95 per conte 

Table 1 presents a contingency table of all ranked scores 
(below the median value) on all words classed according to subject 
groups. This table is the basis for the evaluations summarised in 
Tables 2 ad 3. 


TABIs 1 


CONTINGHICY TABIE OF FREQUENCIES OF RANK SCORES BELOW 
‘THE MEDIAN RANK VALUE OF ALL WORDS FOR ALL SUBJEOT GROUPS 
aaa URDU EEE EEREEEROEERRUDDaSemEE meen 
Subject Word Classes 
Groups i ES Mapa tehiee 


3B 


as 
ps 
AR 
DR 


ERsEES 


i 
BE 


uy 

Table 2 sumarises the results of the three variable chi 
equare analysis of the raked word scores. ‘he Xz, total eh square, 
is significant at the .001 confidence level and indicates tint a 
significant overall effect was operating. The main effects of blocks, 
x°s, (the types of words) and the asin effects of rows, XR (tecmnique 
for handling material related to the problom area) did not reach 
significance. x%, colum chi square, is significant at the .001 
confidence level and indicates that the subject's recognition behavior 
differed as a fmetion of the problem areas that is, subjects with 
Judged dependency problens differed in their identification of words 
fron gubjects with judged aggression problens, X°1, total interaction, 
is significant at the .01 omfidence level, and indicates an un= 
specified but significant overall interaction. The significant colum 
‘by row interaction chi square, CRI (.001 level), in the absence of 
other significant interactions, implies that the significant total inter- 
action effect is contributed to in large part by the interaction of the 
colum effects (problem area) and the row effects (defense tecimiques). 

Table 3, the RO obi square is an onalysis of the row by column 
effects and was calculated in order to determine the interaction be- 
‘tween problem areas and teclniques for handling stimii related to 
‘the problem areas. This table presents an exact count of all the 
vanked words above the overall median for all subjects. Each of the 
observed cell counts was compared with an expected frequency of 303. 
‘A chi square value of 13.09 was obtained, which for a df of 1 is 
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significant at the 002 confidence level. It is apparent fron the 
eel) frequencies that sensitizers and repressors did not differ 
Qrereli in the mmber of words they identified above the medians 
however, the repressors differed from each other in identifying words 
according to their problem area, In other words, subjects with 
dependency problens differed fron those with aggression problems in 
‘the nusber of words they correctly identified, but oly because sone 
of each group were repressors. Specifically, the Dis saw more words 
dellow the median rank while ARs saw fewer words below the median 
ranks 

Table presents the mean ranks on each class of judged 
stimlus words for the four groups! AS, AR, DS, and DRe 

Tables 5, 6, 7, and 8 present evaluations of mean rank 
differences within each of the AS, ARs DS, and DR groups respectively, 
‘as described in Siegel (10, pp. 75-03). For these evaluations each 
subject serves as his om control. 

The last four tables considered as a whole bear up the im 
Pression gained in Table 2 of the mrelatednoss of the judged quality 
of the words to the recognition thresholds of the subject grows. Of 
‘the 16 comparisons made on the four tables only three reached signifi~ 
eances Only one of these three differences was in a direction that 
‘might have been predicted: the Dill comparison on Table 7. On the 
basis af the mmber of comparisons made this difference might be 
expected by chances 
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SUMMARY TABLE OF CHI SQUARE VALUES 
OBTAINED BY WILSON TECHNIQUE 
a’ 


x87 = 3610 af 11, P (002 


wR = 112 af 1, 220. (P (430 
wo = 11.19 af 1, P(.001 
xa = 67% at 2, 50 CP (.90 
x81 = 23.03 at 7, P (OL 
BOX2ye 1,23 df 2,——— .50(P(.90 
Bute 3.58 af 2, 210(P (620 
omm@ie 1.11 af 1, P (.001 
BROX"I= bell at 25 210 (P (20 
‘TABLE 3 


CHI SQUARE EVALUATION OF PROBLEM AREAS 
BY DEFENSIVE TECHNIQUES 


Defensive Problem Areas 

‘Techniques: “Dependency = Aggression 

Sensitisation 2h 299 593 

Repression 353 266 ep 
our 565, wiz 


x2 = 13.09, df 1, P (001 


uv 


Groups D x ¥ 
as 28.29 31.02 32637 
aR 30697 2969 31.07 
DS 30.00 29613 32629 
mR 30406 31663 29470 
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‘TABLE 5 


‘WILCOXON WATOHED~PAIR SIGNED-RANK DIFFERDICES EEIVERI 
‘MEAN WORD RANKS FOR THE AS GROUP 


Gcmparteote : ? 

ay 238 23 —_— 
atD & —= 
Dew 2 #01 
AW 2 


TABLE 6 


‘WIICOXON MATOHED-PAIR SIGIEDSRANK DIFFERONCES BETWEEN 
MEAN WORD RANKS FOR THE AR GROUP 


‘Word Group 


Comparisons r P 
as DOH 


Ar D 
ADW 


RREG 


BU 


‘TABLE 7 


‘WILCOXON MATOHED=PAIR SIGUED-RANK DIFPEROICES BEIWEEN 
MBEAN WORD RANKS FOR THE DS GROUP 


Word Group 
Comparison 
br Age 2 iain 
DA a — 
Dew b 05 
At w 8 605 


WELCOXON MATCHED-PAIR SIGUED-RANK DIFFERDICES BETWEEN 
MEAN WORD RANKS FOR THE DR GROUP 


Word Group 


CHAPTER IV 


DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY 


‘The first lypothesis formulated was that the perceptual 
‘threshold of @ word will vary in connection with its pertinence 
to a conflict area of the peresiver. It was predicted fron this 
hypothesis that words judged to be enotionally significant to the 
subjects according to their conflict area would be recognised at a 
different threshold than words judged to be neutral. ‘The resulte 
obtained indicated that the words as arranged in conflict and neutral 
‘ste were not recognized differentially, nor therefore responded to 
dn tems of their Judged qualities. 

The second hypothesis stated that the perceptual threshold of 
a word will vary with the perceiver's characteristic way of handling 
his enotional emflict, It was predicted fron thie hypothesis that 
‘the repressors in each conflict group would recogaize judyed emotional 
words later (at a higher threshold) than would the sensitizers when 
@ camparison between emotional and neutral words was made within each 
group. Since the words were not reacted to differentially in tems 
of their conflict and neutral qualities the second hypothesis was 
not confirmed, 

The results indicated a significant over-all effect as 
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denonstrated by the X°7 value. More specifically, it is apparent 
from Table 2 that there was a significant difference in the mmber 
of words correctly identified below the median value between subjects 
with dependency problems and those with aggression problems, Examin~ 
ing this difference more carefully, Table 3 denonstrated that subjects 
with dependency problems differed from those with aggression problems 
in the number of words correctly identified above the median rank 
value, chiefly because sone of each group were repressors. That isy 
‘the DR group saw more words, regardless of category, below the median 
while the AR group saw fewer words, regardless of categary, below the 
median value. 

Bruner and Postuan (1) propose a paradiga which may fit the 
results just discussed. In explaining the curvilinear relationship 
between their subjects’ associative reaction times and their recogni- 
‘tion thresholds, they states 

Thore is for sone subjects, thon, a critical degree of enotion- 
ality beyond which perceptual defense does not operate. Once 
this eritical degree of enotioality has been exceeded, the 


"dangerous" stimulus is net with utnost alertness and speed 
«+ + 80 long as the situation is not too threatening or too 
exacting, avaidance of meaning nay be the most Te 
sponse. But in situations which are highly threatening and 
highly exeiting, the most adaptive perceptual response is 
SOS an hs Si say VERSE eopoent ot 


In this view then repression is followed by sensitisation as an 
Anereasing funotion of emotionality, The findings of Kurland (6) 
and Gilchrist, Iudenan, and Lysak (3) indicated that negatively 
volued words had lower recognition thresholds than did neutral words. 
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In both studies it was expected that the threat stimli would reive 
‘the recognition thresholds. 

In the present study the relative threshold for the stimilus 
words was low for the DR group and high for tho AR groupe If it nay 
be assumed that the testing situation involved in Lasarus* terms 
%a cognitive situation where the individual's security and self= 
‘esteem are threatened," then a general nonspecific defensive process 
may be operating to retard the perceptions of the AR group. The 
results for the DR group are in the opposite direction in that they 
generally responded more quickly (at lower threshold) to the word 
stimli. Tt must be assumed, in addition that the AR and DR grows 
Perceived the testing situation as emotionally threatening and thore= 
fore responded in an overall fashion to all the word stimulis speciti~ 
cally the DR group felt more threatened by the testing situation using 
‘the sensitisation response, while the AR group felt less threatened 
and were able to use the higher onier repressive responses. Since the 
assumptions widerlying an increasing anomt of enotioality were not 
‘tested in the present study, the fitting af the date to the theory 
is ad hoc. 

‘From the overall results, it would appear that Kurland's 
question (stated earlier) concerning the relation of amiety~pro~ 
‘voking stimuli in peroeptual and nonpereeptual situations is snswered 
in this study in the negative. That is, individual differences in 
perceptual response seen to have overridden any influence of the 
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dndged conflictful or neutral quality of the word Lists. 

In eumaxzy 0 subjects were plaved into four categories on 
‘the basis of four independent judgneats of their clinical behaviors 
Categorization af the subjects incluied evaluations of their areas 
of intrapersonal conflict and their tectniques for handling stim 
impinging on these areas. ‘he conflict arcas selected for judgnent 
wore (1) expression of aggressive inpulses and (2) expression of 
dependency needs. The teckniques for dealing with conflict stimuli 
were (1) repression or avoidance and (2) sensitisation or unusual 
alertness. The four groupe judged, Dependent Seasitizers, Dependent 
Repressars, Aggressive Sensitisers, and Aggressive Repressors, wore 
presented 60 wards tachistoscopically. Each word had been selected 
from a master st and placed independently by four judges into one 
‘of three groups: (1) related to dependency needs, (2) related to 
‘Sggressive or hostile impulses, (3) mrelated to either af the above, 
‘and therefore neutral. For each subject each word was assigned a 
rank based on the order in which 4t was correctly identified within 
‘the st of 60 words. 

‘The variables of class of word, conflict area, and defensive 
‘technique were treated in a nonparenetric test of analysis of variance 
typotheses and it was fomd that two hypotheses which had predicted 
@ relationship betreen clinical behavior and differential perceptual 
recognition of exotioally related and neutral words in teras of 
‘Visual thresholds were not confirmed, ‘he results indicated the 
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Fepressors in each conflict group, responded differentially to all 
of the words rather than selectively to any one judged list, while 
for the other subjects there were no significant differences in 
‘their recognition af words. 

Implications for the influence of individual differences as 
‘opposed to thecretically implied effects of the defensive process 
wore dram, a6 well as possibilities by which the resulte, if inter 
preted rather broadly, may fit an existing theory relating types of 
defensive behavior to increasing enotionalitys 


APPENDIX At STIMULUS WORDS IM ORDER OF PRESENTATION 


A= Aggressive 

D — Dependent, 

W = Neutral 
=>? Bly rage A 
=n 3 wll =" 
—i Ho sett, 2 
—D > swoet == D 
a 35. Kind =D 
a 3%. rant <A 
—> 3% MM a 
A 38, fight —A 
=D 39, aid =D 
-! je death = A 
=" + plead —D 
=—>D W2, swallow ~ D 
—e > lamp me 
—D lik, mangle — A 
-: > table = 
=A Nb, blood =A 
A 47s alone —D 
—D MB. door = 
A 1g. comfort — D 
—D 50. gash =A 
<0 51. breast =D 
-i 52» carpet — li 
=> 535 corpse — A 
—_—n" She porch =i 
—i 554 follow —D 
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